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iha Editor 

2ha i'av Tork Uses lieazina 

2aar Sir, • . . ' - -v 

Sdvard Jay Spstoin ("Tiia Fi r. iI Ciapior in tho Assrssimtior. Coatroversy?") tries to 
disposo oi tra iatractabie problea oi the cir^e— baliet theory by citing the C,3.S. 
discovery three blurs oa the Zaprudor iila, said to correspoed vita three shoots at 
suiiieieat iatervals to acccaodata a siayio riilsa.ia. Spotsia said the seas thiag ia a 
artieis that appeared ia h'oveabar 1SS7. it .that tire I called his attention to t«o 
iaportaat Tacts that he had overlooked:, (l) that in ideatiTyir.g fra-aos ISO, 227, and 
313 as blurred and in d i eating shots, C.5.S. had alloved less than the indispensable 
ai nima! oT 42 franes (or 2.3 seconds) between the first and second shots nrd had thus 
failed to reconcile the tining with a Iona assassin; and (2) that there wore c ore than 
three blurred fraras in the Zapruder fila — a fact aokmwlcdsed by the C.3.S. export ia 


(iuostion, in a letter of 14 Februarj- 1S69 to J.3. ‘hhonpson. 

Zpstoin uroto aa on 1 Becenbar 19S7: “I an shocked to hear that 5 not 3 frsxos vara 

blurred. If this is so, C.B.S. vas o{pro~iously dishonest and tha tests are neaningless 
Ha wrote in tho sane letter: . "By a connon sarns standard, which you point out tha 
Varren Heport uses, I think your book shows it ertrenoly xnolikoly, even inconceivable, 
that a single asoassin was raspor.siblo." Ho dovclopnont has arisen since that letter 
that justifies Spstein's volte-foc-e or his pronounoensnt that tho single-bullet theory 
has becone "irrelevant" and that he know's of “no substantial evidence that indicates 
. there was nore than one riflenan firing." 


X rust take issue also with spstein’s nislesding suggestion that the backward head- 
thrust nagr have been due to acceleration of tha car. Chat argunent was conclusively 
invalidated in J.3. Chonpson's book, which Bpstein saens to have re.id inntrontivoly. 

As for a "neurological re-action" — apstein presents no conporent supporting opinion, and 
ha ignores stror.g testimony against ix by forensic pathologist Cyril H. Vecht, patholo- 
. gist John Hichols, and physicist H.A, J. Hiddle. He then dismisses the backward hoad- 
thrust by citing tha 196S conclusion of xwo forensic pathologists that the autopsy 
photographs and X-rays indicate that the head was hit only from behind. I can only 
think that Bpstoin did not read the panel's report but relied solely on press stories. 

If ho did read the report of the 19o3 panel without recognising ita ominous divergencies 
from the findings of the autopsy surgeons and tho 'Barren Beport (for example, a major 
shift in the site of the entry vo-und in the skull, and the presence of metal fragments 
and unidentified foreign objects >:hich hitherto had been invisible) , then Bpsxein is 
even more gullible than lesser sophisticates who were taken in by a preposterous windbag 
like Garrison. 

Epstein's pro.gnostication that tha assassination controversy has now been closed 
brings to mind Dwi^.t Z'lacdonald's imprudent "Lasx Bord on the Vi'arran Report" in 1965, 
after which, the deluge. But this time it may bo a self-fulfilling prophesy, since tho 
formidable twin talenta^ of Garrison' and Epstein, each with its ova curxdng, have been 
enlisted to discourage further discussion arH to bury tha many unresolved ovidenoiary 
conflicts in the cheap bluster of a demagogue accompanied by the pseudo-scholarship 
of an academic who is really "making it." 

Yours sincerely. 


Sylvia !-kJajhsw 
302 Best 12 Street 
Hew York, H.Y, 10014 





